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KING EDWARD’S HOSPITAL FUND FOR
LONDON.

A SPECIAL meeting of the President and General
Council of King Edward’s Hospital Fund for London
was held at the House of Lords on March 8th, Lord
DONOUGHMORE, member of the President’s Powers
Committee, being in the chair.
After a letter from Lord STAMFORDHAM had been

read, expressing the gratification of the King and
Queen on the receipt of a message of congratulation
from the Council of the Fund on the occasion of the
betrothal of Princess Mary, Lord SOMERLEYTON
moved the adoption of recommendations by the
Management Committee on the London Hospitals
Contributory Scheme. These stated that the objects
of the scheme were to enable wage-earners by means
of an organised system of moderate and continuous
contributions (1) to give voluntary assistance to the
hospitals of London in carrying on .their work, and
(2) to relieve wage-earners and their dependants from
hospital charges when receiving hospital services.

Need and Scope of the Scheme.
The need is sufficiently expressed in the common 

i

knowledge that the expenditure of the hospitals has
grown enormously, t They continued : It is not in-
tended that hospitals should afford any facilities other
than those already provided by them, or that any
alteration should be made in the arrangements now in
in force at individual hospitals for the admission of
persons as in-patients or out-patients, or for their treat-
ment by the medical staffs ; the hospital will continue
to decide what cases are suitable for hospital treatment,
and the order of priority in which applicants are to be
admitted. The scheme has nothing to do with National
Health Insurance, and leaves untouched the position
and responsibility of the general practitioner ; it
does not cover ordinary maternity cases or any
treatment for which provision is made by the State
or local authorities.

In order to avoid abuse an income limit has been
fixed confining benefits under the scheme to those
persons whose individual income does not exceed 24
a week for a single man or woman, .85 a week for a
man and wife with no children under 16, 26 a week
for a man and wife with children under 16. Such
persons being employees in a factory or other unit
of employment, or members of societies established
for mutual benefit, will join in groups.

Organisation and Conditions.
All contributions will be collected within the

factory or other group and will be paid over to a
central organisation distinct from the King’s Fund
and from any individual hospital, but so composed
as to secure the cooperation of all interests con-
cerned. This organisation will, unless and until
hospitals otherwise arrange, distribute the funds
collected under the scheme, after deduction of
expenses of collection and administration, as pay-
ments towards the cost of patients after admission to
hospital.

Regular contributors of 12s. per annum paid in
one sum in advance, or 13s. per annum paid in weekly
instalments of 3d., will, together with their wives and
children under 16, when accepted for treatment by
a hospital, be relieved, by payments made on their
behalf by the central organisation, from contributing
to their cost of maintenance as in-patients and from
any charge in all out-patient departments. :

Sir COOPER PERRY having seconded, amendments
were proposed by Sir WILLIAM COLLINS and the
Speaker of the House of Commons, and the following 1
resolutions were ultimately passed :- 1

1. That the scheme as redrafted be accepted in its main 1

lines by the General Council as removing the reason for
postponing the contributory scheme. 2. That the King’s (

Fund should not itself administer a contributory scheme, j ]
but should, through its propaganda for the combined (

public appeal, assist all hospitals in their efforts to secure
support from the classes whose members are treated in
hospital ; and should assist such hospitals as, after con-
sultation with their medical staff, desire to initiate mass
contributions in various forms.
The proceedings terminated with a vote of thanks

to the Chairman. -

MEDICINE AND THE LAW.

Tampering with Prescriptions.
Mr. W. P. Rookes, of Eastleigh, is an unqualified

person who was under contract with the Hampshire
Insurance Committee to supply drugs and appliances
not including scheduled poisons. An examination of
the scripts received from the Prescription Checking
Committee revealed that between January and June,
1921, he had apparently been dispensing prescriptions
containing scheduled poisons ; while to a pharma-
ceutical service sub-committee he admitted that he
had dealt with these by the simple method of omitting
the poisonous ingredients. For example, Dover’s
powder, a bismuth mixture supposed to contain
morphia and prussic acid, a strychnine tonic, and an
ointment prescribed as ung. gallse c. opio were all
dispensed with one or more of the most essential
constituents omitted, if this happened to be a

scheduled poison. No reflection was cast on Mr.
Rookes’s ability to dispense ; but his excuse that he
must have accepted the prescriptions when his shop
was full, and that he had omitted poisonous drugs
rather than return them undispensed was not regarded
as satisfactory. The effect of the omission of the
scheduled poisons was justly regarded by the com-
mittee of inquiry as that of rendering the medicine
or drug supplied to the patient of little or no medi-
cinal value ; of causing grave risk to the health of
certain patients ; and of rendering the medicine or
drug supplied a much less expensive article, from the
point of view of the salesman, provided he receive
payment in respect of an article assumed to contain
the scheduled poison. The name of Mr. Rookes has
therefore been removed from the list of those supply-
ing drugs and appliances under the National Insur-
ance Act by order of the Minister of Health, and he
has been ordered to pay the costs of the Insurance
Committee to an amount not exceeding ten guineas.
The decision of the Ministry could hardly have been
otherwise.

Elkan v. JIontgomery Smith.
In an action tried by Mr. Justice M’Cardie without

a jury Mrs. C. Elkan sued Dr. E. C. Montgomery
Smith alleging negligence on his part in the diagnosis
and treatment of injuries to her ankle from a fall.
Mr. Justice M’Cardie found that the plaintiff had not
made out her case, and gave judgment for the defen-
dant with costs. The case turned mainly upon two
points. Mrs. Elkan and her husband stated that
Dr. Montgomery Smith had not advised, and had
actually opposed, examination by X rays, and had
expressed himself satisfied that the treatment he was
giving was sufficient and was having a satisfactory
result, whereas, in fact, the -plaintiff was very lame as
the result of his treatment. Dr. Montgomery Smith
declared positively that he had advised X ray exami-
nation, and had warned the husband as to the serious-
ness of the injuries which he had treated properly.
With regard to the present state of the plaintiff’s
ankle, it was due to her own conduct in over-working
it. Mr. Elkan had declined to have an X ray exami-
nation on the ground of expense. Dr. R. W. Salmond,
called by the plaintiff, stated that the result of X ray
9xamination, when recourse was had to it, showed
that there had been a fracture of the lower end of
the fibula, and of the lower end of the shaft of the
jibia with partial dislocation backwards of the foot
near the ankle-joint. Medical evidence having been
called on both sides, Mr. Justice M’Cardie gave
judgment as above, after pointing to the direct
contradictions as to facts upon which he was called


